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WASHINGTON

Prgsident Johnson’s Answers to the Arti-
cles of Impea: hment.

REPLICATION OF THE HOUSE MANAGERS.

Hot Haste of the Radieals to Pro-
ceed With the Trial.

.

‘WasmiNgToN, March 21, 1508,
Impeachment=——Scene In the Galleries,

The impeachment show, as & rush and a high
priced eutertainment to be seen at any cost, proved
& fallore to-day. There was no breakneck flurry
after tickets; members of Congress distributed those
they recelved quictly among thewr female relatives,
and as 3 consequence the audlence wad decorous,
was seven-eights feminine, and was fashionably ob-
servant of the latest sensation, Impeachment, in
fact, has become & bore. The only attraction
thet seems to draw o crowd 18 the array of showy
dreases and fluttering fans in the galleries, which
might be lUkened to parterres or flower beds agitated
by a gentle breeze. This It might be worth ffty
eents or 80 to see, for one has to visit a theatre or
such like institutlon to see so muech grouping
of color and so0 many pretty faces. This,
of course, s from a masculine point of
view, Among the ladies it was dificult to
determine whether 1t afforded ady greater intereat
than a lecfure on the primeval condition of the races.
No one fell asleep, it 18 true, but many faces be-
tokened an unmistakeable expression of ennud, and
when the symptom betrayed lteelf that counsel on
elther gide were ot the end of their tether, there was
& very general disposition on the part of
the asodience to betake themselves homeward.
Ben Wade takes a gensible view of the
whole afalr when he says that in a few
days the thing will become like an old fashloned case
of litigation in the courts, which, for the first few
days, will be attended by everybody, because every-
body thinks it is sommething he onght to see, but as
nothing tarns up worth wasting the time to walt for
the erowd diminishes and leaves ‘the matter to the
counsel, Judge and jury. To.morrow tickets will be
at a discount, and it 1s to be supposed the flower
beds, or in other words the galleries, will be culled of
thelr choicest flowers to-day.

Meoting of the Manngers=—The Replication

Resolved Upon.

A portion of the Board of Managzers of Impeach-
ment oo the part of the House of Representatives
met this evening at the rooms of Mr, John A. Bing-
ham, chalrman of the Board, to consider the form
and details of the replication to be presented to the
Benate to-morrow al one o'clock, In reply to the
answers of the President. The following 18 the re-
plication at this time determined upon:—

By the House of Representatives of the Unlted States
to the answer and plea of Andrew Johnson, Presl-
dent of the United States, to the articles of im-
'&e;n‘::ar;mem exhibited aralnst by the sald

of Representatives:
The Honse of Representatives, having red

selves at thelr order named, Mr. Stan-
bery occupying the extreme right.

of Representatives, and the members of the House
appeared heanded by Mr. Washburne on the arm of
Mr, McPherson, Clerk of the House, and took their
seats ontslde the bar by direction of the Chief Jus-
tice, and the Secretary of the Senate then read the
minutes of the proceedings of Friday, the 13th inst.

Mr. Doolittie was called by the Clerk, and eame
forward and took the cath,

Senator DAVIS, (dem.) of Ky., sald:—Mr. Chief Jus-
tice—1 rise to make the same proposition to this
court that I made to the Benate. I think that now
is the appropriate time, befure the Senate proceeds
to take up the case. 1 therefore submit to the court
o motion in writing,

The SECRETARY read as follows:—

Mr. Davig, a member of the Senate In the Court
of Impeachment, moves the court to take this
order—that the constitution having invested the
Benate with the sole power to :r{ articles of impeach-
ment of the Presldent of the United States preferred
by the House of Representatives, and, having pro-
vided that the Senate shall be com of two
Senators from each State, tg be chosen by the Legis-

»

lature thereof: and the States of Virginia, North
Caroling, South Caroling, Georgia, Alabama, Missis-
sippl, ?\%'hnsu. Texas, Loulsiana and Florida houv-

ing each chosen two Senators, who have been ex-
cluded from thelr seats respectively, ordered that
the Court of Im]itmhmem: for the trial of the Presl-
dent cannot be legally and constitutionally formed
while the Senators (rom the States aforesuid are thus
excluded from the Senate, and which objection con-
tinues unti! Senators from these Statea are permitted
to take thelr seals by the Sennte, subject to all cons
stitutionnl exceptlons and objections to thelr return
und guallications severally.

Senator HOWARD, (rep.) of Mich,—Mr, President—

The CHIEF JUBTICE—The question must be decided
without debate.

Senator HOWARD—I object to the recelving of the
paper.

Senator CONNESS—I desire to submit a motion
which will meet the case. 1 mave that the motion
be not received, upon which I call for the yeas and
nays. -

Benator Howe, (rep.) of Wis.—I rise to submit a
question of order.

The CHIEF JUSTICE—The Senator will state his
polnt of order.

Senator HOWE—I wonld ask if the motion offered
by the Senator from Kentucky be in order ?

The CHIEF JUSTICE—The motion comes before the
Sepate In the form of & motlon submitted, made by &
member of the Senate sitting as a Court of Impeach-
ment. The twenty-third rule requires that all the
orders and declsions shall be made and had by yeas
and nays, which shall be entered on the record and
without debate, subject, however, to the operation
of rule seven. The seventh rule requires the presiding
officer to, in the first instance, snbmit to the Senate
without admission all questions of evidence In incl-
dental questions; but the same shall, on demand of
one-fifth of the members present, be decided by yeas
and naye. The guestion, then, being on a proposi-
tion submitted by a Senator under the twenty-third
rule, it I8 in order.

Mr. CoNxess, (rep.) of Cal,—Mr, Prealdent, is the
motlon submitted by me in order?

" CumiEF JUsTicE—No, sir.

The call for the yeas and nays was ordered, and
they were called, Mesars, Davis and McCreery only
voting “aye.” Messra. SBanlsbury, Bayard and Wade
did not vote, 8o the motion was not agreed to.

THE PRESIDENT'S ANSWER.

Mr. STANPERY then rose and sald:—Mr, Chief Jus-
tice, In obedience to an order of this henorabie
court, made at the last sesslon, that the answer of

the anawer and ples of Andrew Johnson, President
of the United States, to the articles of impeachment

him by them  exhibited In  the
name of themselves und of all the peopie

of the United States, rt!ply that the said Andrew
Johngon, President of the United States, Is guilty of
i8d nors, in and f

high crimes and m y orm
a8 charged against him as aforesald, anything in his
answers to the contrary notwithstanding; and this

the House of Representatives ia ready to make good
when the Senate 18 ready to hear,

The Board of Managers will meet in full sesalon to-
morrow morning at ten o'clock, when the replica-
tion will be finally acted upon., Several special
averments will then be considered, but it is not cer-
tain that they will be Incorporated in the replica-
tion, as it 1 consldered that a general repiication is
all that will be neceasary,

+ Itis now understood that Mr. Buller will lead oif
the argument on behalf of the Houge of Hepresenta-
tives.

Judge Black ned the President.

The absence of Judge Black's name from the
answer of the President to the articles of fmpeach-
ment presented to the Senate to-day has given rise to
a variety of speculations as to this rather strunge and
unexpected phase of the question on the slde of the
President. The statements that Judge Black and
the President had quarrelled are unaathorized.
It 18 known that the Judge accords with the gen-
eral line of defence mapped out, though he does not
eolncide exactly with some of the deiails, The
Judge, it appears, s determined to Insist upon the
position he has assumed, and it is now extremely
doubtful whether he will appear In the trial at all,
unless some concesslons are made to the hne of
operations which he has laid out,

Glencrals Hancock and Gordon Granger Des
fore the lmpeachment Managers.

Major General Hancock and Major General Gordon
Granger were before the Impeachment Managers to-
day. They were separately interrogated as to any con-
wersations they had had with the President respecting
military matters. The former was especially asked
the reason of his coming to Washington by order
of the President, He stated that he had previonsly
asked to'be relieved from the command of the Fifth
Military Department, and to be sent to St Louls to
awalt orders, and that the T'resident desired to eon-
werse wit h him on that suhject and on the state of
affairs in Lonlsiana. The President had sald nothing
%o him apart from these matters, nor hiad the I'resl.
dent yet determined to relleve him from his prescot
command,

Movements of the President During the Day.

The President has spent the great portion of to-
day in company with one of his secretaries engaged
in business of & private nature, Untll twelve o'clock
he was in conf with his 1, Messrs. Stan.
bery, Evarts, Curtis and Black, when the answer to
be rendercd to the summons of the Court of Im-
peach waa read, and cverything put in readi-
pess for the commencement of the trial,
After the departure of the Presidenl’s coun-
scl he granted interviews to Becretary MeCulloch
and several gentlemen who were walting to gsee him.
‘These vialtors having been attended to the President
relired from his oftice, and gave directiona to the
wsher that he would be unable to see any one else to-
day. Hethen procesded to the Secretary's room,
where he spent the remainder of the afternoon,

At elght o'clock this evening the President held
another levee. The parlors of the Whito House
were more crowded this  evening than at
any previous oceaslon  this  season. Al of
the Cabinet ofcers, a large representation
of the Forelgn Ministers, a great pomber of army
and navy oMoeers, Senators and Representatives, and
aperfect host of citizens gencrally, were present.
@eneral Hancock was present in uniform and stopped
during the evening in the reception room. It s
thought that the levee on Monday night next will be
the last of the scoson.

THE HIGH COURT OF IMPEACHMENT.

Trial of President Andrew Johnson,
Charged with High Crimes
and Misdemeanors.

Hecond Day's Procecdings.
UNITED STATRS SENATH l'lu\ur:n.i
WASIUNGTON, March 25, 1508,

At one o'elock the Clhlef Juatice catored the Senate
ehnmber by o #lde door to e el of the Chalr una
ealled the Senate to order,

The Sergeant-at-Anns mada the geinl prociama.
tion conumanding silence, whareupon (he Managers
appearcd at the door,

The Sergrantat-Arms announend the Manogers of
the Impenchment on the part of the Honse of opie-
pendatives, and the CHIRP JUsTicR saul:—Tae Mann-
gers will take the senta assigned o thom by the
Bonate,

Mogsra, Bingham and Bontwall 1o the way np the
alntea and took thelr peats. 1o th icantime Moo,
mllr“l’j. Cuprds, Nelson, Evort™ gnid Hrooahen s,
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the Presid
repdy. The 1 for the President, ing
all other business, some of us quitting our courts,
our cases and our clients, have devoted every
hour to the conslderation- of 1this case. The
labor has been (Incessant. We have devoted,
as 1 8ay, not only every hour ordinarily devoted to
business, but many required for necessary rest and
recreation have been consumed In it. Itis a matler
of regret that the court did not aliow us more time
for preparation; nevertheless we hope that the
answer will be found In all respects suficient, such
as it 18, We are now ready to read and file it.

Mr. CurTis procecded to read the answer as fol-
lows:—

In the Senate of the United Siates, sitting a8 a Court
of Impeachment for the trinl of Andrew Jolinson,
President of the United States, The answer of the
sild Andrew Johnson, President of the United
Btates, 1o the articles of impeachment exhibited
against him by the Houso of Representatives of
the United States;—

Ansioer to Articte 1—For answer to the first article
he saye that BEdwin M. Stanton was appointed Secro-
tary l"nr the Department of War on the 15th day of
January, A, 1. 1862, by Abrabam Lincoln, then Presi-
dent of the United states daring the first term of hig
Presidency, and was commigaloned, according to the
constitution and the laws of the United States, to
hold the sald oflee during the pleasure of the Presi-
dents; that the office for Seeretary for the Department
of War was created by an act of the First Congivss in
{18 first session, passed on the Tth day of Angust,
A. DL 1788, and in and by that act It was provided
and enacted that the sald Secretary for the Depart-
ment of War ghall perform and execnte such duties
as shall from time to time be BI'I}IJUIEI] on and en-
trusted to him by the President of the United States
agreeably to the constitution relative to the sabject
within the eope of sald department; and furthermure,
that the sald retary ghall conduet the business of
the sald department in such a4 manner as the Presi-
dent of the United Btater shail from time to time
order and instruct.  And this respondent, furthier an-
gwering, says that by force of the act aforesald, and
by reason of his appointment aforesald, the said
Stanton hecame the principal oMeer in one of the
executive departments of the government, within
the true intent of the second section of the second artl.
cle of the constitution of the United Btates, according
tothe troe intent and meaning of that provision of the
constitntion of the United States, and in acvordance
with the settled and uniform practice of each and
every President of the United States,  The sald Stan-
ton then became, and &o long #s he shonld continne
to hold the ofMee of Secretary for the Department of
War must continne to be, one of the advisers of the
Presidoent of the United States as well as the person
entrusted to act for and represent the Preslient in
matters enjoined upon hin or entrusted to him by the
President tonching the department aforesald, and for
whose conduct in such capacity, subordinate to the
Presldent, the Preaident is by the consiitutlon and
!nwln ;L the Udnlui"d rg't_:w;cs e tt-ﬁponslmhe.
And this responden er answering, says he
guccecded to the office of President of ﬂ'cll?nitetl
States upon and by reason of the death of Abroham
Lincoln, then President of the Unlted States, on the
16th day of April, 1845; and the gald Edwin
ton was then holding the sald ofice of Secretary for
the Depariment of War, under and by reason of the
appolutment and commission aforesald, and not
having been removed from the said offee i‘oy this re-
spondent the sald Edwin M. Stanton continued to
hold the same under the appointment gnd commis-
glon aforesald, at the pleasure of the President,
until  the time hervinafter particularly men-
tloned, and at no time recelved. any  ap-
polntment  or commission a8 ahove detalled.
And this respondent, further answerlng, says that on
amdd prior to the OMh day of August, A, D, 1867, this

pondent, the President of the United States, re
ibly for the t of the Becretary for the

Ii-Emmm of War, and_having the constitutional

right to resort to nnd rely upon the person holding

that oMee for advice concerning the great and dim-

cult pablic dutles enjoined on the President by the

constitution snd laws of the United Stutes, became
eatizfied that he conld not allow the gald Stanton to
eontinue to hold the oMee of Secretary for the De-

ment of War without hazard of the puhlie inter-

est, That the relationa hetween the said Stanton
and the President no longer permitted the President
to resort to him for advice, or to be, in the judgment
of the President, g:m',r reaponsible for his conduct
of the affairs of the Departinent of War as by law
required, In_ accordance with the orders and ine
gtructions of the President, and thereupon by
force of the constitution and laws of the
United  Btates, which devolve on  the Pres.
dent the power and the duty to control
the conduct of the business of that cxeentive dejart-
ment of the government, and by reason of the con-
ptitutlonal daty of the President to take care that
the lawe be falthlly executed, this respondent did
necessarily consider and did determine tg'nt the #nld
Stanton onght no longer hold the sald oMee of
secretary for the Department of War,  And thia re-
spondent, by virtue of the power and authority
vested in him as President of the United States, by
the constitution nnd laws of the Unlted Seates, to glve
effect to such his decislon and determination, did, on
the Nth day of Am?nn A D 1807, adldress to the #ald
stanton a note, of which the Tollowlug I8 & trae
copyi—

Hin-Publle considerations of a bigh chara constraln
e l.on]y that your resfgnation as Seoretary of War will be
wooe plind,

TIIJ which note the sald Stanton made the following
repiyi—

o Wan DrrarTuEnT, Wasiniarox, Ang B, 1567,

Hip~Tour note of this day lias been receleed, stating that
“pailille sonslderationn of a high character constrain you to
may that my rewlgnation as Seoratary of War will be me-
r!?r'ﬁ?." 1o peply 1 bhave the himor (o say that publie non.
whderations of n bigh elmracter, wileh alooe have nduced me
o oontinge at the hesd of (his department, consteain me not
:u r-‘;:!l Ly ulﬂr_p{:r ;Ar;:ll!{’:;il“‘l\; rl|‘<.h-ln the next moets
g ol Congrons. wlf EITH,

¥ 4 il rn,:ll\!lﬂ M. ETANTON.

This respondent, ns Fresident of the United States,
was thereon of opinion that, having d to the
necossary oMotal relations aud duties of the Kecre-
tary for the Depurtment of War to the Presldent of
Ui "Unlled  Btates, ecording to  the  eodstitu-
don and  laws  of the  United  Stales,  and
having regard to the responsibility of the President
for the condues of the anld Becretary, and having re-
gurd o lue prrmaonnt rs\'rul.l'.'!! anthorly of the

. Btun-

R
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t should be filed to-day, we have it.

consistent with the to allo!
&qmmnmﬁnﬂ%mmomd Becre-

President of L to cause wald Stan-
ton to surrender the said ofMce. This respondent
was informed and verily belleves thuumn?nq-
Unngl m Edm been so mldu&e
and uniformly and in numbers of instances
mmm Prealdent of the United
t Washington to

and Imlud.lnﬂwmmm Lincoln, and from the First
Thirty-nin that the con-
atitution of the United Statea confe the Presi-

enabled and bound to use his best judgment apon
this question, did in good faith, and with honest de-
sire to arrive at the truth, come to the conelusion and
opinion, and dld make the same Known to the hon-
orable the Benate of the United States, by a niessage
dated on second day of March, 1867 (4 true copy
whereof 18 hereunto annexed and marked A), that
the power last mentioned was conferred, aud the
duty of exercising it in 01 cases was imposed
on_ the IP'resident by the constitution of the
United States, and that the President could not be
deprived of this power or relieved of this duty, nor
could the same be vested by law in the President and
the Senale jointly, either In pari or in whole; and
this has ever since remained and wds the epinion of
this respondent at the time when he was lorced as
afores to constder and deelde what act or acls
should and might lawlully be dons by this respon-
dent, as President of the United States, to cause the
said Stanton to surrender the sald oMee. This re-
spondent was also then aware that by the first section
ol an act regulating the tenure of certain clvil ofMees,
gounnd March 2, 1807, by & constitutional ority of
th houses of Congress, it was cnacted as follows:—

, That holdin clvil ofies to which he has
.p'p‘:”l.uhdyn;?md wﬁl:nt{u advice and consent of the
Benats, and every person who shall berenfter bnga)pol.uud o
any such ofice ‘and shall become duly guallfied to act
therain, is and shall be entitled to hold such oftice until s sc-

their offlces respectively for and during
the term of the President I:{\lhnm thvjl',mqy have been nf-
pointed, and for one month thereafter, subject to removal by
and wll‘l the advice and conseut of the Bennte.

This ndent was aleo aware that this acy_was
understood and intended to be an expression of the
opinlon of the Congress by which that act was
passed: that the power to remove the Executive
ofMcers for canse might, by law, be taken from the
President and vested in him and the Senate jolotly;
and although this respondent had arrived at aod
still retalned the tﬁ[“mon above expressed, and verlly
belleved, as he still belleves, that the first section of
the last mentioned net was, and is, wholly inoperative
and vold, by reason of ita confllet with the constita-
tion of the United States, yet inasinuch as the same
had been enacted by the constitutional majority in
each of the two houges of that Congress, this re-
spondent considered it to be proper to examine and
decide whether the particular case of the said Stan-
ton, on which it was this respomdent’s duty to
act, was within or without the terms of that
first section of the act, or if within 1t, whether
the President lad not the power, according to
the terms of the act, to remove the sald Stanton from
the offlee of Secretary for the Departinent of War,
and having in his capacity of President of the United
States so examined and considered, did form the
opinion that the case of the snid Stanton and his
tenure of oillee were not affected by the fivst gpection
of the last numed act.  And this respondent, farther
answering, says, that alilongh a case thus existed
which, in l!!?ﬂlij.‘."l]l?l‘lﬁ. a8 President of the United
States, called for the exercise of the executive power
to remove the sald Stanton from the office of Seere-
tary for the Department of War, and aithongh this
respondent was of opinion, as i3 avove shown, that
under the constitution of the United Srates the
power Lo remove the sald Stanton from the seid oMee
was vested in the President of the United States; and
withough Lhis rezpondent was also of the oplnion, as
Is above shown, that the case of the mumlid Stan-
ton was not wifected by the first section of the last
named act, and although each of the sald opinions
bad been formed by this respondent upon nie aetnal
case mléulrlng hi in his cupacity of President of
the United States, to come to some Judgment wol de-
termination thereon; yet this respondent, 'resbdent
of the United States, desired and  deteriined
to avold, if possible, any question of the constre-
tion and effect of the sald first seei lon of the last
named act, and algo the broader question of the ex-
ecutive power conferred on the P'resident of the
United States by the constitution of the United states
to remove one of the principal ofticers of one of the
executive departments for canse secinlng to him
sulllclent; and this respondent also desired and dde-
termiued that I from causes over whleh he gould
exert no control, it should become abiolutely ne-
cesgary, to ralse and lave in some way determined
cither or both of the last named questlons, It
Wwas 1 accordanee with the constitution of the United
States, nnd wus required of the President thereby,
that questlons of so much gravity wud importance,
upon which the legislative and exceutive de-
partments  of the government lhad - disa.
greed; which Involved powers consldered by all
branches of the government, during 18 entive hils-
tory down to the year 1865, to have been confided b
the constitution of the United Sistes to the Prest-
dent, aud to be necessury for the complete pnd
proper exeentlon of his constitutional duties, and
should be In fome proper way subitted to that ju-
dicial department of ihe government entrusted hiy
the constitution with the power, wil subjected by it
to the duty, not only of determinlog finally the con-
struction and etect of all acts of t,‘ruﬂuﬂ. but by
comparing them with the constitutiofof the United
States und pronouncing them inoperative when
found in confict with that fundamental nw which
the ypie have enucted for the govermmnent of
all thelr servants; and to these ends, first, that
through the action of the Senate of the United States
the absolute duty of the President o substitute some
fit person in place of Mr, Stanton as one of his ad-
Vi and as a gﬂ:mlm}, subordinate oficer, whose
officlal conduct he was ¢ ible for and had law-
ful right to control, might, if pousible, be nccom-
plished without the necessity o rai<ing atty one of
the questions aforcsaid; and second, If this daty
could not be so performed, then thal these questions,
orsuch of them os might necessarily arlse, should be
,}muchuy determined o the manncr aforesald,
or no other end or purpose. This respondent, B8
President of the United States, on the 1ith day of
Angust, 1567, soven days after the reception of the
Jetter of the suldl Stanton, of the 5th duy of August
hercinbeiore statoed, did issue to the said Slanton the
order foliowing, vig j—

Exreurive MANSION

W AN GTON, Angtiet 13, Ih‘l.}
Ry virtne of the power and sothortty vested in mn as
Prosideni by the constitution and laws of the Usited Biates,
you are herehy suspended (rom ofles as Sooretary of War,
and will censn to nxercise any and all functions ﬂrmmlng o
the saine.  You wiil nt onee traosfor (o General  Ulysses 8,
Geant, who has s day been authorized wnd employed to act
a8 Secretary of War od interim, all records, bioks, papers
and other pribile property now In your enstody and ebnrge.
The Hon, EDwin M. STANTON, Secretary of War,

To wineh said order the said Stanton made the
following reply:—
Wan DEPARTMENT,

WarmsaTon Crey, Aug. 12, 1867,

Brn—Your note of this date has been received informing
me that by viitus of the powers vested in you aa President
by the constitution and faws of o | nited Stales | am sus-
pended (Fom oflion e Secretary of War, and will cense to
cxercise any and all functionn pertalning to lhe same, and
alno dlrecting me st onee to tranefer to General Ulysses 8,

trant, who this day beon authorized and e wered Lo
nct an Beeretary of War ad faterom, all records, ka, p.a
al

¥

ra aud_ other publle pro now in my o
gl‘:nn;r. Under np:unn %r nﬁﬂz duty 1 u{ compeliod to
deny El|mm- right under the eonstitution and laws of the
United Siates without the advice and consent of  the
Senate, nod L legal esuse to wnspend me from
office ns Secretary of War, or the exerelse of wny or all funcs
tlonn pertaining to the wame, or without such advice and
oL S A o iy ey st
retary. nmpluw-:nuuh p“ lhpmury hins been tod
ad interios, And bas notified moe that he has ap-
ﬁuhﬂnmt.l hare no altersative but W submit under protest

puperior fores,

To the President.

And this respondent farther answering says:—
That it 18 provided o and by the second section of
an act to regolote the tenure of cerfain eivil oficers
that the Prestdent may suspend an oflcer from the

srformance of the datles of the ofllce heid by him
R;r certaln causes therein desiguated untll the next
meetiug of the Sennte and untll the case hos been
acted on by the Senate; that this respondent, ww
President of the United Ntates, was advised and he
verlly belleved and still belleves that the executive
power of removal ofce confided to him by the
constitution aforesald includes the power of lm?en-
ston from office At the asure of the President.
And this respondent, by the order aforesaid, did sus-
pend the said Stanton office, not until the next
mevting of the Senate, or wntll the Senate should
have seied upon the case, but by force of the power
and authority vested in_ Him by the constitution and
laws of the United States Indedlnite
gure of the President; and the order In form afore-
said was made known 1o the Senate of the United
States on the 19th day of Deeember, A, D. 1807, us
will be more fully hereinafter stated. And this re-
spondent, further answering, says that in sud Isg the
wet of Febroary 13, 1795, 1t was among other ¢
provided and enaeted Uint, in case of vacaney In the
offies of Seoretary for the Departmont of War, it
ghall be luwiul for the President, in case he shall
ihiuk It necesmary, 1o authorize any person to per-
forim the duties of that office untll u successor be ap-
pointed or such yacaney filled, bul not exceeding the
term of X monthe; and this respondent belng ad-
yvigml and believing that =nch law was in fall foree
und pot repealed, by an order dated Angust 12, 1867,
did guthorize and cmpower Ulysses 8, Grant, Goneral
of the Armies of the United Htates to pet as such
spcretyry for the Depariment of War ad interim, in
the form in which simiisr anthdrity hﬁ thern-
totpre heen given, not until the nexst meting of
the Senate should get on the cuse, but at the plensure
ol the Prestdent, subject onlf o the limitstion of six
tontha in the sald last mentioned sob contained, s
woecpy of the lnal naed oraer wis miade known (o

Secate of the Il e Satey on the 12th day of De

cember, A. D. 1867, as will be herelnafter more fally mmh?‘ﬂum-ﬂm.m
of tne designated der to  him the public pn‘:g:m in the
aforesald, if it should become neceasary to sald department and to wacate hr-hn
mmqnmmnwumm of the smme, and to allow him, the sald Thomas,
mmm.nwm date of the last mentioned Wﬁmmm&u«mmm
, did make known such to be his purpose to suthority of the Prestdent: that as this respond-
obtaln & Judiclal decision of the sald ques- | ent has been informed and betleves, the snid Stanton
tiops or Buch of them a8 might be neces- wmmm:momm
sary; and this further anawer- Upon such refusal no force or threat of
W that in r pursnance of his | force was used by the sald by authority of
intention and design If possible to perform what he | the President or otherwise, to enforce obedience,
to be his imperative duty, to prevent thesald | elther then or at any subsequent time, This nd-

M. Stanton from longer holding the oMce of | ent doth here excep! to the sufclency of mmeg

the Secretary for the Department of War and at the | tlons contained In sald fourth article; and s

same time avoiding If possible any question respect- | gronnd of exception that it lanot stated that there
ing the power of removal from the jixecntive o was any lq‘r;mm ween respondent
conflded to the President by the constitution of and the sald omuurm&;lgmr PErson or perzons
United States; audn&y :uemunrenpmun&m con- | to use intimidation and 18, nor is there mﬁ

struction and etfpet firat sectlon of the sald | allagation as to the nature of said intimldation an
‘et regmlating the tenore of n civil omceers,” | threats, or that there Was &ny agreement to earry
wiille he shoulil not by any act of his a aund L thein into execution, or that &y slep was taken or
w!mi:hh elther o power which he beliaved the con. to be taken to them into execution;
stitutlon bad co on the President of the | and that the allsgation in sald article that the intent
United States to enable him to perform the duties of | of sald consplracy was to use intlm lon and
his office or a power deslgnedly lelt tohim by the | threats 18 wholly iisnfelent, inasmuch a8 It 1s not
first section of the act of Congress last aforesald, | aileged thus the sald intent formed ‘the basis or be-
This respondent did, on the 12th day of December, | came & part of any agreement between the sald
1867, transmit to the Senate of the United States & | a consplrators; and furthermore, that there is
& copy of which Is horcuuto annexed and tion of consplracy or agree;gent to use

m
marked B, wherein he made known the orders afore-
gald and the reasons which had Indneed the same, 50
far as this respondent then idered it material
and nocessary that the same shounld be set forth, and
reiterated la views concerning the constitutional
power of removal vested In the President, and also
expressed his views concerning the construction of
‘the sald fitet section of the last montioned act as
respectéd the power of the President to remove
the sald Btanton from the said ofles of .%cmlala‘
for the Department of War, weil hoping that th
ruin}mndmt could thos perform what he then
belleved and still believes to be hils fmperative duty
In reference to the gaid Stanton without derogatin
from the powers which this respondent hel.leves
were couflded to the Prealdent by the constitution
and laws, and without the necessity of ralsing jndl-
clally any question respecting the same. And this
respondent, further answering, says that this hope
not having been realied, the Presldent was comn-
pelled eitlier to allow the said Stanton to reswne the
offce and remain thereln, contrary to the sel-
tled convietions of the President, formed as afore-
#ald, respecting the powers conflded to him and the
duies reqn of him by the constitution of the
United States, and contrary to the opinlon formedd
a8 aforesaid, that the frat seetioh of the last men-
tloned uctdla not affect the casie of the sail Stan-
ton, and contrary tothe fixed bellef of the President,
that he ¢ uld no longer advise with or trust, or be
responsible for the sall Stanton or the said
offlee of Sccretary of War, or else he was compelled
to take such steps as might, in the Judgment of the
Predident, be lawful and neceasary to ralse for a ju-
dicial decision the questions affecting the lawful right
of the sald Stanton to resume the sald oitice, or the
power of the sald Stanton to peraist in m‘uslnF to
quit the suid oMcee, i he should persist in actually to
wlt the same; and to this end only this respondent
Id, on the 218t of February, 1863, lasue the or-
der for the removal of the sald humton, in the sald
first article mentioned and set forth, and the order
authorizing the sald Lorenzo F. Thomas to act as
Secretary of War ad fnterim ln the apld second article
set forth, And this respondent, proceeding an-
awer specifically esch substantive allegation In the
sald frat article, says:—He denies that the said Stan-
ton, on the 21st day of February, 1868, was lawfully
in possesslon of the sald oMee of Seerctary for the
Department of War. He denles that the said Stans
ton, on the day Iast mentioned, was lawfully entitled
to hiold the said oflce against the will of the Presi-
dent of the United States, He denles that the sald
order for the removal of tho sald Stanton was unlaw-
fully Issued. He denies that the sald order was fssued
with intent to violate the act entitled “An act 1o reg-
ulate the tenure of certain clvil ofeers.” He denles
that the galid order was a violation of the last men-
tloned act. He dentes that the sald order was a vio-
lation of the coustitution of the United States, or of
any law thereof, or of his oath of oMee. He denles that
the said order was lssued with an intent to violate
the constitution of the United States, or any law there-
of, or this respondent’ aath of oflice, and he respect-
fully, but earnestly, insists that not only was it lssued
by him in the performance of what he belleved to be
an imperative offieial duty, but inthe performance of
wlhint this honorable court will consider was, in point
of fact, an imperative ofMfcinl dnty. And he denles
that any and all substantive matter in the sald tirst
artiele, contalued In manoer and form as the sane and
therein stated and set forth, does by law constitute
a high misdemeanor in oiltce within the true intent
and meaning of the constitution of the United States,
Ansinar (o Artiote 2,—And for answer to the second
article this respondent says that he admits he did
Isspe nod deliver to suld Lorenzo Thomas the sald
writing set forth in the =ald second article, benring
date at \’\'mal:l:m-tnn7 D. 0., February 21, 1868, ad-
drosgsed to Brevet Major Generad Lorenzo fhomas,

Adjutpnt General Unlted  States Army, Wash-
Ington, D. G, and he forther admits
that the same wna  so  issoed  without

the advice and consent of the Senate of the United
Senled, then in sessiony but he deoles that he there-
Ly violated the eonstitution of the United States, or
any law fhercof, or that he dld thereby intend to
violate the constitgtion of the United States or the
provizions of any act of Congress; and this mpomh
ent reters to his auswer to said fivst article for a ful
statement of the purposes anid intentions with which
Bl order was lssned, and adopis the same as part
of his answer to this articte; and he further denles
thot there was then and thers no vacancy in the sald
oitice of SBecretary for the Department of Wuar, or
tat e did, then and there, commit or was gnilty or
n lilgh misdemeanor in oflice; and this respondent
mdntwdng and will Ingist:—First—That at the dute

and delivery of  said  writing  thero wns @
vacaney l.'xlﬁl.llllf) in the oMee of Seore-
tary for the Dopartinent of War,  Second—

That notwlthsianding the Senate of Lhe United States
was then in sesslon, It was lawiul and sccording to
longz and well estublished nsage to e
thorize the spld Thomas to net as b
aed tateitin, Third=That If the gxld dot regalating the
tenure of eivil oMoees be held 1o bo s valld luw, no
provision of the sane wos viclated Ly the sning of
wald opdor, or by the destgnation of #aid Thumas to
act is Secretary of War ad inlterin.,

Anprer o Avtiels 8,.—And for answer to  said
third pritele, this respondent suy < that he abldes by
his answer o sald dest and second articles in so far
a8 the snme are responsive 1o the aliepation® con-
tained in the sald third ariicle; and, without hoere
again  repeating  the same answer, prays the
pitnes b taken as an  answer to tals  third
article a9 tully as if here again &ot ont at length, and
na 1o the new allegation contaiued in sald third artl-
cle, that this respondent did appoint the sald Thomaa
to be Secretary for the Depariient of War ad n-
terivn, thia respondent denies thal he gave any other
autiority to sadd Thomas than sach a8 appears in
wild writien authority set out In sald article, in
witieh he anthorized and empowoered sald Thomas to
act as Secretary for the Department of War ad (n-
ferim, and he dendes that the ame amounis to an
appuintiment, awld inslsts that It is ouly a deslgnatlon
of an oiticer of that department to act temporarily
a8 Secretary for the Departinent of War a inferim
nntil an  appointment should De made; bat
whether  the sald  wrillen  anthority amounts
to any appointinent or 1o &  temporary
authorlty or designation, thiz respomd b denies tad
in any senso he did therehy intend Lo violiate the con-
gtitution of the United Staies; or that he therchy in-
tended to give the sald order the character or eifect
of an appointineat, in the constitutionul or legal
gense of the term.  [Te furilier deales that there’ was
no vacaney in snild ofles of Secreiary for the Depart-
ment of War existing at the date of sald written au-
thority.

Angwer to Article 4—And for answer to sald
fourth article this respondent denies that on the 21at
day of February, 1565, at Washington aforesald, or at
any other thne or place, he Jid unnlawfully con-
gpire with the sald Lorenzo Thoiag, or with the

atary of War

gald Thomas, or any other person or  per.
wons, with iutent, by intimidation sud hreats
unlawfully to himder amd prevent the eald

stanton  from  holdi sfd oifice of Secretary
for the Department of “Xar, in violation of the Con-
atitution of the United States, or of Lo provisions of
the sadd act of Congress in gald article mentioned, or
that he il then snd there commit, or was gnilty of
n high eritne In omee ; on the eontrary, therclore,
protesting that the suld Stanton was ot then and
there lawlully the Secretary of the Department of
War ; thls nmﬁgndanh stotes thal his gole purpose in
authorizing the sakl Thomas to ack aa Secretary for
the Department of War ad Guferdin, us 13 fully stated
In his answer to the said firet article, to bring the
question of the tight of the salid Stanten to hold sald
oMee—nuotwithstanding the spid suspension, and noi-
withstanding the aeid order of reinoval, and notwith-
standing the said authority of the sald ‘Thomas to net
ns Secrctary of War ad inferi;i—Lo the teat of & Ginal
declsion h.r the Supreme Conrt of the United Stales
in the earliest practicable mode in wileh the guestion
econld be bronght before thet tribunsl, I8 ro-
apondent did not consplre or agret with the said

OMas Or ANy other persoig to wse Intimidation or
threats to hinder or prevent the sald Stanton from
hoiding the said oflce of Becreiary for the Depart-
ment of War; nor did this respondent at any tline
command or advise the sald Thomas or any other
rumon or persons to resort to or use elther threats or
ntimidation for that purpose. ‘I'he only means In
the contemplation or parpose of the respondent tobe
usod are set forth fally in tho sald orders of Febroary
21, the first aid to Mr, Stanton and the second
to the sald Thomas, Ry the Gt ovder the respon-
dent notificd Mr. Stanton that he was removed
from the sald office, and that Lis fncetlons w8
pecretary for the Department of War were
to terminaie Iapnll the recelpt of that order.
And he also rotifled the sakl Staliton that (e said
Thomad hm! been authorized 1o act a8 Secretary for
the Department of War ad futerim, and ordered the
sald Stanton to transfer to him all the reenrids, hooks,
papers and other publie property in his castody and

chirge: and by the #econd order this rospondent no.
tned the sulid Thomas of the remoyal from ofice of
the sald Stanton, and authorlged hit to nol a9 Becre-

tary for the Department of War ad daforing aml di-
rected itlm Lo (muediately enter npon e discharge
of the dutles ptrwlnlr‘ o that oitice and to reeeive
the tramsfed of ail the records, Looks, papers an
other public property from My, Stanton  then in his

st and  chuarge, Nespoudent  gave Do
fuetructions  to  the eald  Thomas to s
intimldations  or  threats to  enforce  obedi-

ence to thess orders. He gave him no
authorlty to call fn the ald of the miitary or any
other force to enable hilin 16 obtain possesson of 1he
offlce, or of the books, paperd, reronds or proger

thareof, The only agency peaoried to. oF Iniended
to L vesorted to, Wwas hy means of the =ald execu-
five orders requiring obedlence; but the Sccretary
for the Depariment of War romscd to olwey these
arflers and sl holds ondistnrbed aslon and
custody of that de ent, und of the records,
tooks, papers and other public propesty therein.
Rerpondent further states that, in exeention of the
orders 8o hg thig respondent wiven to (he ankd
Thopene, be, e aabd Thomes, pego o oded b & pogoes

no
intimidation or threata,
_inswer (o Articls ,—And for answer to the sald
fifth article this a::a'pundam denics that on the 21st
day of February, 1 or any other time or thnes in
the same year before the anld 24 day of March, 1868,
or at any prior or suhsequent time, at W,
aforesald, or at any other fMace, tls respondent did
unlawlully conspire e said Thomas, or with
any other person or persons, to prevent or hinder the
excention of the sald act, entitled **An act regulating
the tenure of certudn civil offices,” or that, in pur-
suance of sald alleged conspiracy, he dil unlawfully
attempt to prevent the said Edwin M. Stanton from

%

holding 1 omve of Secretary for the Depart-
ment of War, or that he did thereby com-
mit or that he was thereby -gulity of a

high  misdemeanor ofllce.  Respondent,
gmmum‘ that sald Stanton wad not then and there

crotary of War, bega leave to refer to his answer
glven to'the fourth article and to his unawer glven
to the first artiele, as to his inteat sud purpose in
isauing the orders for the removal of Mr, Stauton and
the authority given to the sald Thomas, and prays
equal benefit therefrom a8 If the sawe were here
again repeated and fully set forth.

And this respondent excepts to the sufclency of
the sald Afth article, and states his ground for sach

what agreement the sald alleged conspiracy was
formed or agreed to be carried out, or in what way
the same was attempted to be carrled out, or what
were the acts done in pursuance thereof,

Answer (o Article 6,—And for answer to the sald
sixth article this respondent denies that on the sald
218t dny of Febraary, 1868, at Washington aforesald,
or at any other time or place, he did unlawfully con-
gpire with the sald Thomas by force to aelze, take or
poasess the lpwperw of the Upited States in the De-
partment of War, contrary to the provisions of the
sald ncts referred to in the sald artiole, or either of
l.huna or with intent to violate cither of them. Re-
spondent, protesting that sald Stanton was not then
and there Secretary for the Department of War, not
only denles the said conspiracy as charged, but alao
denies any unlawful intent in reference to the cus-
tody and charge of the property of the Unlted States
In the sald Department of War, and agaln refars to
his former answers for o full statement of his intent
and purpose in e premises,

Answer to Article 7.—And for answer to the said
geventh article defendant denles that on tho said 21st
day of Fobruary, 1868, at Washington aforesaid, or at
any other time tnd place, he did unlawfully consplre
with the sald Thomas with intent unlawfully to
seize, tuke, or possess the properly of the United
States in the Department of  War, with in-
tent to violate, or disregard the sald sct In the
geventh article referred to, or that he did then
and there commit a high misdemeanor In ofce.
Respondent, protesting that the salil Stanton was not
then amd there Secretary for the Departinent of War,
pgiin refers to hie former answers in so far as they
are appiicable to show the intent with which he pro-
ceeded in the promises, and prayd equal beneilt there-
from as If the same woere here again fully repeated.
Respondent fsther tikes exception to the sudlcleney
of the allegations of this article as to the conspiracy
allered upon the same grounds as stated In the ex-
ception set forth in his answer to sald article fourth.

Ansioer to Artivle S.—And for angwer to the sakd
eighth artlcie this respondent denies that on the 2ist
day of Febroary, 1868, at Washington aforesald, or at
any pther tine and place, he did issue and deliver to
the gald Thomas the said letter of authority set forth
in the sadd efghth article, with the intent unlawfally
to econtrol the disbursements of money appropriated
for the miljtary service and for the Department of
War. This respoudent, protesting that there was a
vacaney in the sald oftlce of Secretary for the Depart-
ment of War, admits that he did {ssue the sald letter
of n.nlhnrll].‘y. and he denles that the same was with
any unlawlul intent whatever ecither to violate the
constitution of the Unlied States or any act of Con-
gresa: on the contrary this respondent again afrins
that his =ole intent was to vindleate his authority
a8 President of the United States, and, by
peaceful means to bring the question of the
rlght  of the sald Stanton to  coutinue to
hold the saud oMer of Seeretary of War to a final
decialon before (he Supreme Court of the United
Htates, aa has been herembefore set forth, and he
prays the same benedt from lis answar in the premi-
?esmn].: if the same were here again repeated at

en,

Answer to Article 0,.—And for angwer to the sald
ninth artlele the respandent states that, on the sald
221 duy of February, 1885, the following note was ad-
dressed to the said Bmory by the private sccretary of
the regpondent:—

EXrouTive MaNsion,
Wasmwaron, D, C., Feb, 20, 1889,
GESERAL=The Prealdent directa e to suy that he will
be pleaned to bave you call upon Lim as earty as peacticable.
weoilully nni mI&;rm;
WILLIAM Gi. MOORE, United Ftales Army,

Genernl Emory culled at the Executive mansion.
according to this request,  Tho object of respondent
wna to be pdvised by General Emory, a8 Commander
aof the Department of Washington, what changes
B been made In the milliary aifaled of the depart-
ment,  Resnondent had been inforimed that varions
ge4 hed been made wideh in nowlise had been

puglt to his netice or reported to him from the
Department of War or from any other quarter, and
desired to ascortaln the facts, After salil Emory had
explained In detall the changes which had taken
place sabl Erory called the atiention of respondent
1o n general order, whieh he referred to, and wiideh
this respondent then sent for, when it was prodoced.
1t Is as jollow si—

Wau DEPARTMENT, ADIUTANT GENTRAL'A Oi"l‘ll‘.'ll,!_

Wamimxatos, I, G, March 4, 1887,

GENERAL ORDER NO, 17,

The following acta of Congreas are published for the iofor-

mntion and gevernment of all coneernel :—
(Pablie Document Ko, 85.)

- Anbad mnmnn mprﬁ!l{ga for ‘:I;e u‘ of the army
ar the yanr ang June L or ather M

Brerios §—And be it further enncted, that ll;m ﬂm nar
tere of the deneral of the Army shall be at the eity of Wash-
ington, nod all orders and |Ill¥l'llCﬂflnl relating to military
o'['mrltlloul., Insued by the President or Becretary of War,
whadl b issued through the General of the Army, and In ease
of his Inability throuzh the nest In raok, The General of
the Army shall oot be N pended or rel |
from eomunand or sasigned o duly elsewhere than st
mild hendguarters, except st his own request, without the

wrious spprovid of the Senate; and noy orders or lastroe-
foun relating to military operations lesued eontrary (o the
requirernants of thin sectlon shall be nall and voll; and any
officer wha shall lsane orders or instrucilons eontrary to
provisions of thie section shall be deemad guilty of misde-
meanar in offies; and any the wrimy who ahall trans-
ity convey or uf:o; any orders or inetructiong so ssand con-
trury to Alie previsions of this sectlun, knowing that such
ardérs wers so {saued, shall be Hable to lmprisonment for not
lesa than two nor more than twenty yoare upon coaviction
therenf in wﬁ court of enmpetent jurlsdiction,

B ot SECRETARY OF WAR.
. TuwxsEND, A ¢ Adjutant G
General ¥ngory not only called the attention of re-
dent to this order, bat to the Taet that It was in
conformlty wilh a section contained in an appropeis-
tion act pazsed by (:omin.u. Respondent, afier read-
Ing thie order, obeerved:—“This 14 uot In accordance
with the constitution of the Untted States, which
makes me Commanderdin-Chief of the Army
Navy, or of the lan, of the eomuisston which
you' kol Ceneral Emory then stated that thia
order Yl et respondent’s approval,  Respondent
then sabd, i snbstanee:—Am | to understond that
the Presiient of the Uniied States canuot give an
upder bt through the General-in-Chilef, or General
Ght v General Emory again reiterated the state-
ment that 1 had met respondent’s ap‘pﬂ:nl,
apd thit it was the opinlon of some of the leading
lawyers of The conntry that this order was constitu-
tlonal,  With some (urther converdation respondent
then Ingulred the names of the lawyers who had
given the opitioh, and he mentioned the names of
twi, Hespondent then sald that the obicot of the
law wne very evident, mm-g‘c l‘r‘theh:-:atm in the
Appropristion act, upon which the order purported
lnpge {’md Thiv, nevording to the respondent's
mr?ll;n:tluu..lm the umhulnu of the conversation
with Genernl Emory. pon
l:lrFatlum in the ml!‘lﬂ articte of any Instructions or
declaration given to the sald Emory then or at

addition to what Is h%
fnbefore set forth are true.  Respondent denles that
In awhd conversation with Emory e had any other
intent thin to express the then given to the
salld Emory; nor did he then or ot any t
or order the sald Emory to any law or any
ordoer lssued in t-nul‘nrmll.&:’ilh .nih" orintend to
offer any indocement to 82 Emory to violate
any law, What this respondent then sald Lo General
Ewory was ulmrty the expression of an opinion
which he then fully belleved to he sonnd, and which
et the ostiittue Ny IRy

¥4 provisions

mw.l;ldent I8 e the oommlndnr\-lam the
nruiles of the United Btates, and as such s 1o be
respected, and that hin orders, whether lssued
throngh the Wit Depsrtnient or thfough the General-
{n-Chlef, or by uny other channel of communication,
nre aptitied to respect and + mnd that such
mrmlltnﬂun:l;:twonunuhmm h‘llt;nrlg'fvlr-
tueof nny wet ol Congross, Hn:.?mden oes,therelo

deny that by the axpression of such opinlon he d

coramit and was gulity of high misdemeanor in ofMce;
und thus respondent doth farthar say, that the
s article wine lays no foundation whatever
for the conclusion stated in the sald article,
that the respondent, by repson  of the alle-
gations  the: contained, was guilty of
high misdemeanor n ofiice, in refereuce to the
sacenient made by General Binoty, 1hat this re.
wpondent hud approved of sald act of Congress con-
tulning the section referrad to, the respondent
admits that his formal approval wis given to, sald
act, hul accompanded the samo by the following
tuesitage adiresded and sent with the act to the
House of Representatives, in wilech House the sad

b other timo contrary to or in

denti—

To Tum Movar oF REPATSENTATIVEA-The act entiied
AN wok inaking approprisihne for the sapport of the army
Vo b weer vddb oo T 1RO anld Fer ol 410 By

exception, that it 18 not alleged by what means or by |

st oviginated, and from which It came to respon--

it
a8 Lo -in-Uhiel of the army, sod
wisth acetiun, ch to lon States of the Ualon thelr
wutional ri Usrmaelves o any smengency
menans of thelr own militis, These provisions are oat
In an but [ am compelled to defenk
uscessary appropriations If T witbhold my

constratiied s b oo
o return W, Bk
MEMLI! with my earnest pmiﬂ‘ry qfl‘inutg'n soctions
'Bbc 1'have tudicates,
WasuiNGTos, D, O, March 2, 1987,
Respondent, (herefore, did no more than to ex-
preas to sald Bmory the same opinton which he had
€0 expreased to the House of [epresentatives.
Angwer (o Article 10,—And in answer (o the tenth
article and specifleations thereon the respondent
says that on the 1ith and 16th days of A in
the year 1864, a political convention of
fromn all or most of the States and Territories of the
Union was held in the cily of Philadel under
the name and style of the Nutional Union ven-
tlon, for the purpose of maintalning and ad
cartain Goll.uean viewsand opintuns before the lo
of the United States, and for their support and
adoption in the exercise of the constitntional suf-
frage, in the eleetiona of representatives and dele-
gules in Congress, which were soon Lo occur ln ma
of the States and Territories of the Unfon, whic
sald conventlon, in the course of its proceedings
and in furtherance of the objects of the same,
adopted a * declaration of principles,” aml *an ad-
dress to people of the United States," and ap-
pointed a comuitiee of two of its members from
eich Btate, aud of one from each Territory, and one
from the District of Columbia, o walt upon
the President of the Unitad States and present (o
him o copy of the proceedings of the eonvention;
that on the 18th day of said month of August this
committee walted u;mn. the President of the United
Statea at the Bxecutive Mansion, wnd was reeelved
by him in one of the rooms thereof, and by thele
chalrman, Hon. Reverdy Johnson, then and now &
sSenator of the United States, speaking in their behal?,
redented a copy of the procecdings of the couvins-
ann and addressed the President of the United Statis
in a speech, of which a copy, according to w pub-
lished report of the same, and, 48 the respondent be-
Heves, substantially & correct report, s hercto an-
nexed as o part of this answer and marked “Ex-
hibit C."  That thnmunun. nnd in reply to the al-
dress of sald commitiee f"l-ll{‘ll'l:l]!\!l'lllll.l‘l. titla regpon-
dent addressed the said committee so walting upon
him n one of the rooms of the Executive Muauslon,
and this respondent belleves that this, his address to
sald committer, Is the oeeasion referred to in the fAirst
ification of the tenth article. Hut this respondent
oes not mdiit that the passages therein sct forth as
if extracts from a speech or adidress of i3 reapond-
ent upon such oceasion correctly or justly present his
apeech or address on such oceasion; but on the con-
trary, thia respondent demands and Insists that if
this honorable court shall deem the said artlele and
the sald trst specification thereof to contpin allega-
tlon of matter cognizable by this honorable court as
& high misdemeaner in onlee within the intent and
meaning of the constituiton of the United States and
shall recelve or nllow proof in  support of the same,
that proof shall be required to be made of the actual
eech and address of this respondent on sald ocea--
slgn, which this respondent denies that sald article
and specification coutains or correctly or justly repre-

gents,

And this respondent further, answering the tenth
article and the specifications thereof, says thal at
Cleveland, in the State of Ohio, and on the third day
of Septewmber, in the year 1804, he was attended by
a large assembloge of his fellow citizens, and i
deference and obedience to thetr call and deman
he addressed them upon matters of public and politl-
cal conslderation, and this respondent believes tha
pald occaslon and address are referred to in th
secondl specification of the tenth article; but this re-
spondent does not admit that the passages therel
get forth as if extracts from a speech of this 1espon
dent on suid oveaston uurmcr.lly or Justly present h
speech or address upon sald occasion, but on th
contrary this respondent demands and insists that
if this honorable court shall deem the sald)
article and the sald second speetication f.l_mrem.'-l
to contaln allegations of watter  cognizable
by this honorabie court as hlfh misdemeanor inl
oiflee within the intent and meaning of the constitn-
tion of the United States, and shall recelve or allow
proof in support of the samne, that prool shall b
required to be made of the actunl speech and address
of this respondent on sald occasion, which this rc-|
spondent denies that said oprticle and ::.]mc:ultu;n.l.u;1
contalng, or correctly or justly represents; and Lha
this respondent, further answering the wn!.h articie
anl the speelfications thercof, says that at St l.nul.u.-j

in the State of Missouri, and on the $th day of Sop-
tember, In the year 1866, he waa attended by o nu
merous assemblage of his fellow eitizeas, and
deference and obedlence to their call and deman
he addressed them  upon matters  of  publie
and political conshleration, nud this responden
belleves that sald occasion and addreas are referred
to in the third specifleation of the tenth ardele; bul
this respondent does nol admit that the [‘:mm’L
thereln set forth as If extracts from a speech of th
respondent on anld occasion uurrectlf ar jngtly pr
sent his speech or wihdress upon sald occusiony bu
on the conteary this respomdent demands In-
glata thot If this’ honoruhle eourt shall deem tiie Al
article and the sald third specidestion thereof to)
contain allecations of mutter cognizable by this
honorable court 88 @ high misdemenunor in ofice
within the intent and meaning of the constitution’ |
of the United States, and shall recelve or allow,
proof in support of the same, that proof shall be
required to mude of the aciunl apecch
and address of this respondent on sakd occaslon,
Which  this respondent denies that the saidl
artivle and specilication contains or corree'ly or
justly represents; and this respoudent, Intier ons
awering the tenth artiele, g: otusting that he has not
been nnmindful of the high duties of his otflee or of|
the havinony or courtesies which ought to uxm‘nn:la
be maintalned beiween the e tive aod leglsl
tive Lratches of the government of the United State :
denies that he has ever intended or destgned to
aside the righiinl authority or powers of Congress, on |
attempted to bring into disgrace, vidieale, hatred,
eontempt or repronch the Cougress of the Unite
States or eitlier brsoeh thercof, or to lmpalror lletm'sa
the regard or respect of sl or auy of the goud *
people of the United States for the Congress or thel
rightful legislutive power thgreof; or to exclie the
i or ressntment of all o any of the guod people
of the United States ag C wml e lawa
by It duly and constitutionally enacied. This re-
spondent further says that at all thoes he has in his
offieial nets a8 Presivent recognized the authority of
the severul Cougre=ses of the United Siates as constl-
tuted and oreanized doring hiz administration of the
oiee of President of the O 15 Tit=
spondent, further nuuwuriuﬁ. says that he has
from time to time, under his constiiutional right
and duty ad  President of the United Sta
communieated  to  Congress his  views  au
oplnjons In to such acts or resolutlons
thereol, as being sabmitted to bl a8 President
of the United States, in pursuance of the constitu-
tion, seemed to this respoudent to require such coni-
munication, and he has (rom time to time, In the
exerclee of that freedom of spesch which belongs (o
him ag & citizen of the United States, and in s po-
Iitical relations ns President of the United States (o
the people of the United States, is, upon fit uc:aulon:i
aduty of the highest obligation, expressed to h
fellow citizens his views and opinlous respecting the
mensures and proceedings of Congress; and that in
stich sddresses to his fellow cltizens, aud in sach his
communications to Congress, he has expressed his
views, oplulons and judgment of and concerning tie
actunl cunstitution of the 1wo liousia of Cofigress,
without representution therein of certain States of

the Uniom, and the eMect that, In wisdom an
justice, and In  the opinlon and a=-
ment  of this respondent, Congress, In i

legistation aul procecdings shonld glve to thia poli-
1?31; cm:mlnl::ca, amd whatsoever he has thus
eommunicated 10 Congresa or widresscd 10 his
fellow cltizend or any assomblage (hereof, this re-

nrdent says was and B8 witihin and according to
s rlght il prlvllmﬂu un Ameritan eitizen and
hia rmﬁu and duty as dent uf the United Stales,
And this respondent, not waiving or at ail disparag-
inyz his rlght of freedom of opinion and of freeduom of
speech, ns liervinbefore or hereinafler more par-
taculn.ri: st forth, but claiming and Insisting upon
the same, further answering the sald tenth article,
says that the views and opinlons expressed by this
reapondent In his sald addresses to the assembliages
of his fellow cllizens, as in sald articie orin tnis
answer thereto mentioned, are not and were ngg in«
tensled 1o be other or diiferent from those exp
by him in his communications lo Congress; thit
the cleven Stales lately in Insurrection never had
ceassd o be States of the Unlon. st that they were
then entitisd to representation in Congress by loyal
Kepresentatives and Senntors, as fully as the other
States of the Unlon; and that consequently the Con-
gress, ns then constituted, was not in fct 8 Congress
of all tue States, but a Congress of only n

1ol the
Htates, This res t wlwoye p ng agninst
the umum-rmm therefrom ol the sad

eleven States, nevertheleas gave his ussentto all laws
pussed by sald Con which did not in hisopinton
and ent the constitation, exercising.
Iis constitutional suthority of returning bilis to sax

Congress with his when they 1Y
him to be uncopstitutional or ipex t. And
further this respondent bas also expressed this
opinion, both In his communications to Congress
and llulllg addresses to the people, that the policy

adopted by cwsrm in reference to the States lately
Y 1 ¢, harmony or,
in Insarrection did not tend to ym{o a ~ K

. and thll.llﬂ:
ta wald ley lnwa ha n passed by
‘f?‘lm& v‘::huun u( the fundamental prlncl‘?led
of the government, and which tended to consollia~
tion and despotism; sod such his deliberate
opinions, he would have felt hi unmicsdful of
the nilgh sutics of his onee if he hiad falled to express
them in ils commmunications to Congress or in his
addresses to the people when called upon by them o
express s opinions on matters of publc and politis
mr conaldersiion.  And this mprmﬂm:. 'il‘teut:::

answeil tno tenth article, enys t

always clalied and  insisted, and now clalis

andl (nsists, thet both in his personsl and pri-
of the United

vate capacity of a
and \n the political relations of the Prosident of the
United Btates to the e of the Uni ﬁ
whose servant under the duties and responsi ml.u'
of the constitution of the Unitéd States the Presiden
of the United States 15, and should ”wﬁ. remain,
this respondent had and has the fall vl s
his office of President of the United States held to
the Wigh duty of forming apd on fit oceasions exs«
presstug opinions of aml concernin, ltm ws%
of Congiess, pro| Hr com , In respect
wisdom, exrmwnuy. Justice, worthiness,
MCPORES AT Jmhue and tical motives =
.'] ithin and a8 & g of such
dity o furm, dnd, on o
aphnmm :-r nw!maﬂmw the nbt::
Conidyret, vie w
and icadeneios of )l "inen engaged i e
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